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Appendix 20 
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HE DMITED STATES CISTRICl C 
E NOFTHEHK DISTRICT OF CAIl 



PftRT AMD DENVtNO 
IB PART 
DEfESOAHT' S 
MOTIOM FOR 
SaWMSKY JDOSMENT 



adjuaicatior of tHE claims of eiaintlff. Susan Lynne Har.sc 

faet with respect to' causation and hei claima axe barred 
dpplicable statute ot 1 Imitation a . Plaintiff opposes thi 
^ notion. The matter waa heard on January 14, 2005. 

Having considered all of the papers filed by tha par 
1 axquniprtt on the motion, the Court denie? Defendant's 
In part. The Court finds that disputed issues of 

3ther Plaintiff's m juries ware caused by Defend 
warn. However, as counsel for Plaintiff ooncBd 
irlng, Plaintiff may not proceed on a breach of 
jranty claim under the narkat-ahare theory of ca 
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f ean show thsL Eli 
ipplicfltion of aclei 



Furctier, Plaintiff may not procee 

liability for Ealluca to warn of 

diethylstllbastrol unless Plainti 

"knew nor could have known by the 

knowledge available at tha time of distribution that the di^g 

could produce the unSealrible side affacta sufferea by 

[Plaintiff]." Brown v. Sunarlnr f^niirr. ^i cal. 3d 10J9, loes 



5 SO OSOBRED. 



